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MORRIS ASSOCIATES, . Lic.

ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS
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/ m Tel: (845) 454-3411 Fax: (845) 473-1962

IR E-Mail: morrisassociates@aol.com

June 15, 2005

Town of New Windsor Zoning Board of Appeals
Town Hall ' :

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Attn: Chairman Michael Kane, and _
Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals

Re: Hess — New Windsor
(MA File # 204152.02)
Former DB Mart #619 ,
Premises: 173 Windsor Highway a/k/a the intersection of Routes 32 & 69
Tax identification: Section 12, Block 2, Lot 1

Dear Chairman Kane and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

On behalf of Amerada-Hess (Hess), we are making application to redevelop the
existing self-service gasoline station and convenience store on the subject premises
located at the northeast quadrant of the intersection of NYS Rte. 32 and Co. Rte. 69.
The use does not change. In making application, our client seeks an amended Site
Plan Approval and Variances from the Zoning Code beyond those previously granted
for this property (See ZBA Case Nos. 98-55 and 79-24). In addition, it is our
understanding that the Planning Board may require an amended Special Permit even
though a special permit was previously issued allowing a self-service gasoline station
and convenience store on the premises. The purpose of this letter is to provide the
Zoning Board of Appeals with an understanding as to the scope of the variances
required for the desired Hess Facility on the premises, and to request that this item be
placed on the agenda for the June 27, 2005 meeting.

The Proposed Hess Facility

We have attended two work sessions with Mark Edsall, P.E., and one Planning
Board meeting. During the work sessions, Hess addressed the concemns raised by Mr.
Edsall and the Orange County Department of Public Works concerning the proposed
use of the existing curb openings along Co. Rte. 69 (Union Avenue). In fact, Hess has
responded by revising the site layout to mitigate this concemn for traffic safety (See
attached Orange County Department of Public Works March 15, 2005 correspondence).
As a result, Hess has agreed to close the existing curb cut on Co. Rte. 69 closest to the
intersection so there will be only a single curb opening on Co. Rte. 69. This change will
increase the distance between the intersection and the curb cut from the existing 47 feet
to the currently proposed 118 feet. Additionally, the proposed Hess Facility will involve

E: G JOA204152Hess- ZBA final o w.DOC
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the reconstruction of the existing gasoline station and convenience store so it entails a
3514 square foot building with 12 associated pumping stations and 20 parking spaces.

Procedurally, Hess’s application for a building permit was denied based on the
fact that variances were required from the Zoning Board of Appeals. It is also
understood that the proposed plan will require amended site plan review (and possibly
an amended special permit) from the Planning Board.

Variances Requested

As noted on the Notice of Disapproval of Planning Board Application, dated May
18, 2005, last revised June 1, 2005, issued by Mark J. Edsall, PE, PP, Engineer for the
Planning Board, several variances are required for the proposed plan of development.
In particular, the Notice of Disapproval sets forth 4 variances from strict compliance with
the following code requirements:

1) Rear yard setback of 15 feet is required. The proposed rear yard setback is 8
feet (Section 300-8: Table of Use/Bulk Regulations for the NC Zone).

2) Based on one space for each 150 square feet of total floor area, the off street
parking requirement is 24 spaces. A total of 20 parking spaces are proposed
(Section 300-60D).

3) Facade signs of 25 square feet are allowed (i.e., 2.5 feet high by 10 feet wide).
Hess proposes the “Hess Express” facade sign to be 55 square feet (Section
300-45); and

4) Only 1 sign is permitted per business on the premises and Hess seeks to have 4
signs for the 3 users (Section 300-45).

Each of these variance requests is addressed below.
Rear Yard Setback Variance

As noted above, the original building placement and traffic patterns were revised
as a result of closing the curb cut on Co. Rte. 69. It is in part due to the reconfiguration
of the premises that this variance is necessary. In an effort to soften the affects
associated with constructing its building within 8 feet of the easterly property line, Hess
will completely finish all 4 sides of the building. Hess also recognizes the need to
provide screening in the form of fencing and/or vegetation along this property line.
While Hess is cognizant that it will have to discuss with the Planning Board during site

C&F: 5146271
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plan review what constitutes appropriate fencing/vegetative scréehing, it also looks
forward to having a dialogue with the Zoning Board of Appeals on this subject in order
to obtain a rear yard setback variance of 7 feet.

Off Street Parking Variance

Section 300-45D of the New Windsor Zoning Code provides that retail stores
require 1 parking space per 150 square feet of total floor area. This section also
establishes that vehicle service repair establishment and gasoline service stations
- require 4 parking spaces per service bay plus one parking space for each 300 square
feet of floor area outside of the service area.

While the 20 parking spaces Hess proposes complies with the standard for
vehicle service repair establishments and gasoline service stations, it does not comply
with the retail standard. Interestingly, if the self-service gasoline station and
convenience store Hess is proposing were allocated by square feet to retail, office and
storage uses, it would comply with the minimum parking space requirements for each

type of use.

Additionally, Hess would like to highlight that although it is only proposing 20
parking spaces, it will have 12 pumping stations on the premises. As such, there will be
32 spaces for the parking of cars. Hess acknowledges readily that the New Windsor
Zoning Code does not include the pumping spaces as parking spaces. However, Hess
believes that it should be entitled to a theoretical credit of 1/3 to 1/2 a parking space for
each pump slot. Indeed, Hess's facility managers report anecdotally that 1/3 to 1/2 of
all “pumpers” are also shoppers in the convenience store. These “pumpers” do not
move their cars when they become shoppers. They essentially shop from the pump by
walking into the store. Further, discussions with McDonough & Rea Associates, who
are Hess’s regional traffic engineers, suggests that 12 pumping stations equal
anywhere from 4 to 6 parking spaces. It is also worthy of note that Hess will dedicate
the 3 parking spaces in front of the refuse enclosure for employee use only as noted on
the site plan drawings. In summary, Hess respectfully submits that this variance
request is not substantial in nature.

Sign Variances

The Notice of Disapproval states that 2 different sign variances are necessntated '
~ by this application.

The first variance pertains to the propoSed'“Hes's Express” sign. This 55 square
foot sign can readily be considered as substantially smaller from a practical perspective

CAF: 514627.1
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- if you draw Irnes around the letters as opposed to "boxmg the letters wrthm a square If :
one were to draw an ellipse around the Hess Express sign as opposed to a rectangle its

total area would be reduced from 55 square feet to 32 square feet. This fact is

especially salient upon review of the enclosed photo-simulations. Reference to Option
1 reveals that given the massing of the fagade behind the 55 square foot sign, which is
really only 32 square feet of lettering on a diagonal, it is not out of proportron with the
building. In contrast Option 2, which is a zoning compliant sign, is too small and out of
proportion with the facade and the zoning compliant srgns for Godfathers and Blrmpre

The second noted variance (i.e., for 4 signs total for 3 businesses) is no longer
necessary. Hess has revised its applrcatlon and will only have 3 fagade signs: a “Hess
Express” sign, a “Godfathers” sign, and a “Blimpie” sign. Blimpie and Godfathers will
have concessions within the convenience store component of this Hess Express which
drives the need for these fagade-mounted, announcement signs.

Materials Submitted

In accordance with the instructions provided by 'Myra Mason, the Planning Board
Secretary, Hess is hereby submitting in support of its area variance application:

* The oompleted application forms;
* Four (4) copies of the Proposed Site Plan (sheet 3 of 5);

* Three checks: $150 Applrcatron Fee, $500 Escrow and $25 Deposit for the
Public Hearing List;

* Four (4) sets of two (2) photos illustrating the proposed “Hess Express” fagade
sign as Option 1, and a smaller sign that meets the code requirements, as Option

* A copy of the Orange County,Department of Public Works March 15, 2005
correspondence finding the revised driveway entrance revisions acoeptable

We have previously submitted a document granhng Moms Assocrates authonty i
to act as agents for Hees in applying for r review and approval on the premlses

CA&F: 5146271
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. ln view of the above and all the materrals submrtted to date Hess respectfully
submits that approval of the instant application is warranted because it complies with
the area variance criteria in the New Windsor Zonrng Code and New York State Town
Law Sectron 267~b ,

Should the Zonrng Board of Appeals or. Town Staff have any questrons or
comments please oontact me at 454-3411, extensron 31. '

Very truly yours
: MORRIS ASSOCIATES

‘ g«#/

Richard Harper,
‘Planner

RH:mo N
Enclosures

cc:  Mark Edsall, P.E., PP, Town Engineer (w/ enclosures)
- Michael Babcock, Building Inspector (w/o enclosures)
Andrew Krieger, Esq., Zoning Board Attorney (w/o enclosures)
Andrew Lautenbacher, Amerada-Hess (w/ enclosures) ‘
Neil J Alexander, Esq., Cuddy & Feder LLP (w/ endosur&s)

CSF: 514627.1 '




ORANGE COUNTY

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ‘
P.O. Box 509, 2455 Route 177M '

- Goshen, New York 10924-0509

TEL (845) 291-2750 FAX (845) 291-2778

Edward A Dnana, County Executwe
Edmund A. Fares P. E Commrssmner of Public Works

~ March is 200‘5'

Richard Haxper ,
Morris Associates, PS LLC
Engineering Consultants
3 Elks Lane
- Poughkeepsie, New York 12601

Re: Amerada Hess — Site Plan
County Road No. 69 Union Ave. & NYS Rte. 32 — Windsor Highway
Alternate Scheme “A” — Sketch
Dated: 3/3/05

Dear Mr. Harper '
' This Department has reviewed the Sketch Plan for the above referenced pro;ect and has the
- followmg comments. '

The Dnveway Entlance revisions shown for County Road No. 69 are now acceptable to this
Department ‘

A full set of Site Plans prepared in conformance thh the Pollcy & Standards of the Orange
County Department of Public Works must be submxtted through the Town of New Windsor for
review and approval. o

If you have any questions blease contact this Office at yo

Cc: Charles W. Lee, PE, Deputy Commissioner
Cesare L. Rotundo, PE, Principal Engineer
Mark J. Edsall, PE, Planning Board Engineer



OFFICE OF THE PLANNING BOARD

'"TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
~ ORANGE comv NY.. -

| : NOTICE OF QISAPPROVAL OF PLANNING EARD APPLICATION

R s e oA ek
AT | o (rev:sed6—l-05)

| APﬁLICANT'

Amersda Hes Corporston

1 Hess Plaza, WB-PL

Woodb, NJ 07095-0961
. PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT YOUR APPLICATION
o DA‘I‘ED 04-15-05 '
FOR sma PLAN e
| , LOCATED AT: Umon Avénne |
ZONE NC | | | _ o
j DESCRIPTION OF EXIS’I‘ING SlTE SEC 12 BLOCK: 2 rk;bT;'fl'f_}; g

IS DtsAPPR()VED ON THE FOLLOWING GROUNDS:

ol 30:.f.vamnee andvananeefortwo si for a si business
4 si total for3bu S e

TOWN OF NE‘W‘AWIN_DSQR CODE: Bulk Regulations

 Mark J. Edsall,PE PP,
Englmqforthel’lanpmg

_ PAGE10F2




NOTICE OF DISAPPROVAL OF PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION - Continued

REQUIREMENTS

P.B. # 05-10 ZONE: NC USE: B-7

| VARIANCE

REQUIRED  PROPOSED  REQUESTED
MIN. LOT AREA 15,000 sf 30,247 -
MIN. LOT WIDTH 125 ft 172 ]
REQUIRED FRONT YARD 40 fi 26 ft (canopy)

~ Rt32 (**exist | .
15 ft))

REQUIRED SIDE YARD 15 ft. 45 f. -
REQUIRED TOTAL SIDE YARD |[30f. 45 fi. ;
REQUIRED REAR YARD 15 ft. Sft 78,
REQUIRED FRONTAGE - n/a - )
MAX. BLDG. HT. | 23 fi. 22°-8" ;
FLOOR AREA RATIO 0.5 0.203 -
MIN. LIVABLE AREA n/a - ;
DEVELOPMENTAL COVERAGE | 85% 80% ;
O/S PARKING SPACES ' 24 20 4

** denotes pre-existing non-conforming condition (or variance previously granted)

PLEASE COMPLETE THE ENCLOSED ZONING BOARD APPLICATION AND
RETURN TO THE ZONING BOARD SECRETARY AS INSTRUCTED IN THE
APPLICATION PACKAGE. YOU WILL THEN BE PLACED ON THE NEXT
AVAILABLE AGENDA FOR THE ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS.

CC: Z.B.A., APPLICANT, P.B. ENGINEER, P.B. FILE

PAGE20OF2
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MORRIS ASSOCIATES, PS.LL.C.
ENGINEERING CONSUI.TANTS
/ m (19 Elks Lone, Poughkeeosie, New York 12601 Tel: (845) 454-3411 - Fax: (845) 473-1962

[C] 187 Church Street, Poughkeepsie, New York 12601  Tel: (845) 471-7900  Fax: (845) 471-7901
] 389 Fairview Avenue, Hudson, New York 12534 Tel: (518) 828-2300  Fax: (518) 828-3963
E-Mail: morrisassociates@aol.com

August 5, 2005

Town of New Windsor Zoning Board of Appeals
Town Hall

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

Attn: Chairman Michael Kane, and
Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals

Re: Hess — New Windsor — Revised Site Plan
(MA File # 204152.02)
Former DB Mart #619
Premises: 173 Windsor Highway a/k/a the intersection of Routes 32 & 69
Tax Identification: Section 12, Block 2, Lot 1

Dear Chairman Kane and Members of the Zoning Board of Appeals:

On behalf of Amerada-Hess (Hess), we are submitting a revised Site Plan that
further minimizes the variances required for development as described in detail below.
Indeed, the rear yard variance is no longer necessary under the modified plan. Further,
the proposed alterations have decreased the parking space variance from 4 spaces to 3
spaces by providing for another parking space on-site.

The July 25, 2005 Public Hearing

This application was before the Zoning Board of Appeals in a public hearing on July
25, 2005. There were three variances requested in the original application (please refer to
the cover letter dated June 15, 2005, attached).

. The hearing was convened and testimony was heard. Opposition was present in the
person of Mr. David Sarinsky. He is the owner of the property to the east and to the north
of the subject tract. Mr. Sarinsky had no opposition to the general development plan;
however, he did oppose granting the requested 7 foot variance from the required rear yard
setback of 15 feet.

The Board voiced no objection to the sign variance or the parking variance; but, the
Board was concerned with the applicant's need to place the proposed building within the
required rear yard setback. The applicant was asked to investigate whether the building
could be shaped differently or reduced in size in order to honor the code requirement. The
Board made it clear that it did not look favorably on the 7 foot variance.

The item was tabled and the public hearing was recessed. In the interim, Morris
Associates, as agent for the applicant, has revisited the site layout with Hess.

The Specifics of the Revised Site Plan

Through desngn modifications depicted in the revised site plan, Hess has completely
eliminated the need for a rear yard variance. In order to make this change possible, we
have reduced the depth of the parking spaces to the code minimum of 19 feet. The drive
aisle and maneuvering area for parked vehicles has been reduced to 30 feet. The

C&F: 5273701
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distance between the existing inside curb along Route 32 and the face of the “U-bumper”
at the gasoline pump island has been reduced to the Hess specified minimum of 24 feet.
The plan has been tested for workability by overlaying templates for the turning radii of
WB-50 trucks. The site, as revised, is acceptable for gasoline delivery maneuvering. In
sum, Hess submits that the proposed plan now complies with the current Zoning Code and
the prior variances granted in ZBA Case Nos. 98-55 and 79-24, other than the parking
space variance and sign variance noted below.

- The stated revisions have resulted in our finding 1 additional parking space, located
immediately south of the proposed building. This brings the parking space total to 21. As
stated in our cover letter of June 15, 2005, strict conformance to the code requires a total
of 24 spaces. Therefore, the original request for a variance of 4 spaces is now decreased
to a request for a variance of 3 spaces.

The sign variance request remains as originally stated. The applicant wishes to
install a fagade sign that measures 55 square feet. The code allows facade signs of a
maximum area of 25 square feet per Section 300-45. Please refer to the June 15th cover
letter for a more detailed explanation of both the sign variance and the parking variance.

Conclusion

It is our understanding that this item is on the agenda for the August 22, 2005
meeting. The public hearing will be reconvened and the variance requests, as revised, will
be presented to the Board and the public. In view of the above and all the materials
submitted to date, Hess respectfully submits that approval of the instant application as
amended is warranted.

Should the Zoning Board of Appeals or Town Staff have any questions or
comments, please contact me at 454-3411, extension 31. Thank you for your cooperation
and consideration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
MORRIS ASSOCIATES

Richard Harper,
Planner

RH:mo
Enclosures

‘cc:  Mark Edsall, P.E., PP, Town Engineer (w/ enclosures)
Michael Babcock, Building Inspector (w/o enclosures) ;
Andrew Krieger, Esq., Zoning Board Attorney (w/o enclosures)
Andrew Lautenbacher, Amerada-Hess (w/ enclosures) :
Neil J. Alexander, Esq., Cuddy & Feder LLP (w/ enclosures) -

£ \documents\Ganersh20041204152Hess- ZBA resubm 8-5-05 o .DOC
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X
 In the Matter of the Appllcatlon of S 'MEMORANDUM OF
| " DECISION GRANTING -

AMERADA HESS CORPORATION
' AREA

CASE #05-36

X

WHEREAS, Neil Alexander, Esq. Attorney for Amerada Hess Corporation and Richard
Harper, P.E. who represented the, owner(s) of 12-2-1 located on Corner of Union Avenue and
Windsor Highway, New Windsor, New York, 12553, has made application before the Zoning
Board of Appeals for a/an ‘

Request for: -
30 square foot variance for fac;ade sign and;

4 parking spaces and;

Subsequent to the application, the Applicant withdrew its request for a 7 ft. rear yard
setback, leaving only the application for a variance for the fac;ade sign and four parking
places.
All at corner of Union Avenue & Wmdsor nghway inan NC Zone (12-2-1)

WHEREAS a public hearing was held on JULY 25™, 2005 AND CONTINUED ON AUGUST
- 228P_ 2005 before the Zoning Board of Appeals at the Town Hall, New Windsor, New York; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant was 'represented by Neil Alexander, Esq. Attorney for Amerada '
Hess Corporation and Richard Harper, P.E. who appeared on behalf of this Application; and

WHEREAS, there was one member of the public presént at the public hearing; and
WHEREAS, no one spoke in favor 6f but one persbn was opposed to the application; and

WHEREAS, a decision was made by the Zoning Board of Appeals on the date of the pubhc
hearing granting the application; and

WHEREAS, the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor sets forth the following
findings in this matter here memorialized i in ﬁutherance of its prevxously made decision in this
matter:

1. The notice of pubhc hearing was duly sent to remdents and businesses as prescnbed
by law and published in The mes Herald Record, also as reqmred by law.

2. The Evidence presented by the Apphcant showed that:



(a)

®

©

@

O]

®

(®
(h)

The property is a commercial property located on a busy State nghway and a
busy County Road. The neighbors situated along the State Highway are all
commercial but, the neighbors located along the County Highway are mlxed
bemg of commercial and res1dent1al in nature.

‘The site is currently 1mproved by a gasolme service statlon. The mstant
- application is by the new owners of the property who seek to constructa =~~~
convenient store and gasolme dispensing facility on the site neplacmg the current

facility.

The objectant who spoke objected to the application for the rear yard variance,
that space being immediately adjacent to his property. The applicant objected at
the meeting of July 25, 2005. Subsequent to that meeting, the applicant
withdrew its request for a 7 foot rear yard variance at the meeting held on August
22, 2003 thereby rendering the objectlons moot.

The parkmg requirement in the Town of New Windsor Code i is for 24 spaces.
The applicant proposes to supply 20 spaces. In addition to the 20 specified

- spaces, there are likely to be cars parked at the gasoline dispensing pumps which,

as planned, would provide parking for an additional twelve automobiles.

With respect to the sign, the method by which it is calculated requires "Squaring
Off" the signage, which results in a measurement of approximately 55 square feet.
The proposed sign will be placed on the building diagonally and an ellipse drawn
around the sign shows the sign to be approximately 32 square feet. While a
variance request would be necessary in that case as well (the Town Code allowing
a fagade signage of 25 square feet), if the sign were measured elliptically, the
variance request would be much smaller than it now appears.

The sign will be internally illuminated with a steady, non-flashing, non-neon
light. .

The sign will not be larger than other signs in the neighborhood.

The proposed fagade 31gn will not project any higher than the roof line on the
front side of the building. ,

The parkmg proposed by this applicant equals or exceeds the parking provided by
the previous occupants of the property and, while it does not seem to comply with

the current requirements of the Zoning Law, the degree of non-confomnty will be

lessened if this apphcatlon is granted.



WHEREAS, The Zomng Board of Appeals of the Town of New Wmdsor makes the followmg
conclusions of law here memonahzed in furtherance of its previously made decision in this
matter: ,

1. The requested variAance(s)’Will not produce an undesirable change in the character of the
neighbothood or create a detriment to nearby properties.

2. 'I'here is no other feasxble method available to the Apphcant that can produce the beneﬁts
sought.

3. The variance(s) requested is/are substannal in relation to the Town regulatlons but,
nevertheless, are warranted.

4. The requested variance(s) will not have an adverse effect or impact on the physical or
environmental conditions in the neighborhood or zoning district.

5. The difficulty the Applicant faces in conforming to the bulk regulations is/are self-created
but, nevertheless, should be allowed.

6. The benefit to the Applicant, if the requested variance(s) is/are granted, outweighs the
detriment to the health, safety and welfare of the neighborhood or community.

7. The requested variance(s) are/is appropriate and are/is the minimum variance(s) necessary
and adequate to allow the Applicant relief from the requirements of the Zoning Local Law
and at the same time preserve and protect the character of the nelghborhood and the health,
safety and welfare of the community.

8. The interests of justice will be served by allowing the granting of the requested area
variance(s) on the condition that the applicant complies with all requirements placed on it by
the Planning Board of the Town of New Windsor..

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT -

RESOLVED, that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the Town of New Windsor GRANT a request
for a Request for: ' :

30 square foot variance for facade sign and;
4 parking spaces and;

All at corner of Union Avenue & Windsor Highway in an NC Zone (12-2-1) as sought
by the Applicant in accordance w1th plans filed with the Bulldmg Inspector and presented at the
public heanng o



:"'"v'yi;-BEITFURTHER : R

_‘ | ’RESOLVED that the Secretary of the Zomng Board of Appeals of the Town of New Wlndsor :
transmit a copy of this decision to the Town Clerk, Town Planmng Board and/or Bmldmg '

Dated: August 22,2005

'Inspector and Apphcant s o 7
- C] ‘;
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 AMERADA HESS CORP. (05-36)

MR. KANE: Request for 7 ft. reargyard.setbaék*and'4 _
parking. spaces, 30 square foot variance for facade sign

and one additional facade sign for three businesses all

at corner of Union Avenue and Windsor Highway.

 Neil J.’Alexander,'ESq. appea:ed-before the board for

this proposal.
MR. KANE: All set.

MR. ALEXANDER: My name is Neil Alexander, partner with
the law firm of Cuddy & Feder here on behalf of Amerada
Hess. Mr,. Chairman read the four variances, actually,

we need some modifications to the plan, there are only

three variances that we needed that was discussed a

~little bit at the June 15 submission to you. I can run

you quickly through the variances. I think they have a
rhyme and a reason, essentially worked with your
engineer and Orange County, we have been able to
accomplish the closing of this former curb cut, this is
the old DB Mart, that’s laying fallow right now

~ basically and they want to bring it up to the 21st

century standards for a convenience store and a
gasoline facility, it‘’s been used for that as you know
for -a very long time so we closed the curb cut here,
pushed the building over here in order to get the flow
working here, it’s brought about a few different
variances that we need as well as we want to increase
the convenience element which created some of the need
for the variances.

MR. KANE: Going to be changing the canopy that's

existing?

MR. ALEXANDER: - Yes, we Willkbe‘aétuaily increasing to

12, going to have 12 pumping stations now and we're
going to have approximately 3,500 square feet in the
convenience and gas aspects. So the first variance is



 June 27, 2005 N N ey

a’ rear yard varlance 8 feet here _In order to take
‘care of that’ issue ‘and to. soften it Hess has. offered to
finish all four 'sides of the bulldlng 1nstead of the
”,usual three and then- whatever kind . .of vegetatlve He
,screenlng is needed or requlred we’'re more than w1111ng
to do. We have, - there was a letter submltted a long
" time ago by Mr. Sorlnsky showing some of his interest,
I'm assuming he comes to the publlc hearlng, we’'re more
than willing to accommodate him, obviously, fencing is
the easiest thing for us to do. We’d even be willing
to put some vegetation on his property if he wanted
that just because it’s so tight with the walkway around
to restrooms, we can’'t really put it on our property.
~We’'re more than willing ‘to soften 1t for him. There’'s

- a row of trees over in this area as you may be aware

this is also his property, auto repair area, and this
is, that has never been improved, sort of just sitting
there with grass, I don’'t know if he has boulders here,
I don’t know if he uses it as an access point, I‘1ll let
him speak to that if he shows up so but we would take
into consideration planting on the property if that’s
not ‘a problem, that’s the first variance. The next one
is signage, Hess is going to have two sub tenants in
theory, you should of received the visual in your

- materials which show that Bllmple and Godfather'’'s Pizza
will be subconce851ons within which is sort of the
co‘brandlng that’'s going on in the convenience
industry. The sign we're proposing is a diagonal sign,
it’s approximately 55 square feet. ' Your code only
allows for 25. What’s interesting is most codes:
require you to box out the sign, take the widest .
dimensions, that’s how we get to 55 square feet. 1If
you did an elliptical fashion, it would be 32 which is
" quite close to the code requirements of 25. The second -
page is just roughly zoning compliance slightly smaller
than the full maximum would be, we believe that this
shows sort of the reason for the variance in and of
itself as far as announcement and readability. But
nonetheless we're here for a variance on that,
obviously. The third aspect we’re actually staying
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wlth 31gnage,,we ‘know we re 901ng to have TCBY as a
k-subconce351on that: initiated the need for the fourth A
variance which will be for four signs whereas three are
'allowed 7',;,~, S SRR v B B

MR. KANE: So one addltlonal facade sign is what we’re
gettlng here?

MR. - ALEXANDER: Correct and the last item is the amount
of" parklng given the size of the store working ,
backwards we know it’s been prior experience of the
town to treat other convenience stores and gasoline as
a retail operatlon as a whole, so you back in at 150
square feet for what you have results in one parklng
space that would mean we’d need 24 parking spaces, we
only have room for 20, we have actually dedicated these
three that are in the front of the refuse area as ,
employee parklng so we can control that and make sure.

MR. KANE: ‘Mike, why would the parklng change?

MR,'BABCOCK. They’re taking this complete bulldlng
down, they re bulldlng a new bulldlng

' MR. KANE: ,Everythlng else’gets thrown out of the
window. : - -

MR. BABCOCK: In a different location.
MR. KANE: Okay.

MS. GANN: Can you describe to me exactly where Unlon
is on that map’ -

MR. KANE:' Union would‘be here.
MS. GANN: IAjust want to get a sense-from'that map.

MR. ALEXANDER., nght down here thls is where we used
to operate and have. people comlng out here all stacked



,'up at the llght Now that won’t happen anymore cause
‘this ‘is belng closed up, - you re "going to go from 47 to
120 feet so in any event, if you actually take . the

ﬁébulldlng with its- component parts storage reta11 we - .
'actually would comply with the code if he were allowed

- to do it that way,‘storage ‘and retall ‘cause the code

requlrements are very. dlfferent for those elements but

that’s not the way it’s done,11t necess1tates our

,request for a varlance We also- belleve that the code

~does not give. any credlt for ‘the 12 pumplng stations

and our in our. experlence through our managers of our
dlfferent Hess’ operations as well as with our traffic
engineers is that essentlally somewhere between ‘a third
and a half ‘of a credit per pumplng statlon so if you

'fhave your ‘experience and you probably can thlnk back on
~your own experlence how ' many times do you come pump and

-then stop, you don’t move your car into a: parklng space
effectively your pumping space is your parklng space as

‘a shopper so that’s what their experience is. So we're

~ sort of saylng further m111tat1ng in serv1ce you want
to think of 20 dedicated, 12 parking spaces, .you gave

‘us a credit of half that would make up 6 spaces give

‘us a credit of a thlrd which - w111 be four spaces.

‘,“MR;tKANE: "Interesting argument.

MR. ALEXANDER: We belieye,there(s;sOme'vaiue to that.
MR KANE. You sald you re g01ng ‘to be changlng that
canopy, d1dn t we put a variance on- that canopy when it
first went up when Sunoco was there’r ; - :

_MR. ALEXANDER:' That's correct.

,MR” KANE? Are you g01ng to need another var1ance7

'MR ALEXANDER° 'Yes, we’ re stepplng 1t further away

,MR KANE. They re taklng 1t down and puttlng up a
d1fferent one. ' '
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MR ALEXANDER We re d01ng 12 in a row, there were two
~'sets,«I thlnk it was 4 ‘and 4, if I remember correctly

.,eand ‘you're_ correct S0 there 8. only g01ng to: be one,,r,;,,;

canopy,AI don't know 1f the total area is- the same.
VMR BABCOCK.~ By mov1ng the bu11d1ng back they re able
‘to push that off the road, they’'re at 26 feet and the
‘existing canopy is 15 feet 80 they’re 901ng back
another 11 feet

'tMRg'KANE:f Facade signs on the front of the building.
~eliminated? , g I .

MR. ‘ALEXANbER~ I belleve they re not ‘they comply and’
.w1th the code, it does not - allow for 111um1natlon

" MR.vKANE; ‘Not flashlng

M. ALEXAﬁDER;7'Right, inte:ﬁaily;f
MR. KRIEGER: aﬁoh;heon;rnoheflaShing.
dMR{‘ALEXANDER:',Correct Vthank you.

7 MR. KANE; I have no further questlons at thls time.
Does anybody else? ' - R

MR. REIS: No.

MR. . KANE: Accept a*motion.

'MR. REIS: I make a motion that we set. up Amerada Hess

Corporation for a public hearing for the requested.
"varlances of 7 foot rear yard. setback 4 parking

‘spaces, 30 square foot varlance for a facade 31gn are

. we changlng that?

’MR. BABCOCK:,—That*stéys},-"'




:;Mﬁ”hkﬁféid And one addltlonal facade 81gn.7:-”

"ETMR ALEXANDER : Actually,‘I m sorry,.go ahead

ynfMR BABCOCK ' We don t need the one add1t10na1 facade
s:_gn : . . . . B

" MR. KAﬁﬁ& Oﬁiy thfeehvafianEéeh' !

eMﬁQ REiS-f There s 901ng to be two 91gns.

'MR BABCOCK , There s 901ng to be three 31gns but
‘;there s one for each bu31ness whlch is allowed

fMR KANE-‘ Orlglnally,vthey were 901ng to TCBY and
that s out'so they don 't need an add1t10na1 31gn

.ﬂ'MR REIS~ 30kay.
‘MS. GANN" 1'11 second the motion. 2
4ROLL CALL .

‘,MS;'GANN - aYE

- MS. LOCEY . ~ AYE

MR. BROWN  AYE

MR. REIS 2 AYE
MR. KANE . AYE
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; NoVember 29, 2005

* Amerada Hess Cbrporation :
One Hess Plaza
Woodbridge, NJ 07095

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR VARIANCE #05-36

Dear Sll'

- Please ﬁnd enclosed two copnes of the Formal Decision for your case before the Zoning Board of
Appeals. Please keep these copies in your records for future reference if needed.
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90 Maple Ave.
White Plams NY 10601-5196




August 22, 2005 ' Y s0¢

1PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUATION (FROM JULY 25 2005)

AMERADA_HESS;CORP_(05—36)

‘MR. KANE: Requeét:for 7 ft. rear yard sefback andf30'
- square foot varlanCe for facade sign and'4'park1ng ,
spaces-all at corner of Union Avenue & Wlndsor nghway. ‘

MR, FISHER" Good evenlng, Mr. Chalrman, Chrls Flscher
with the law form of Cuddy & Feder on behalf of the
application. My partner, Mr. Alexander presented this

“previously, couldn't be here tonight but I do L
understand hav1ng spoken’ ‘with him nature ‘of the request
for the variances and also your request at the last
meeting ‘that we look at in partlcular the rear yard and
the setback.: We resubmitted with respect to this’

.appllcatlon a plan that actually has the building moved
and conforming to the setback of 15 feet so we gained
and have eliminated the rear yard setback variance

:altogether as a .request on this partlcular project, ‘if
you want to go through the plan you can, gained some
space with the reductlon in the overall length of the

cactual spaces to 19 feet, worked on the aisles and

" picked up -that additional rear space. k

MR. KANE: - So what we have changed from your orlglnal
appllcatlon is Just the rear setback7

-MR. FISHER So we're down to as a variance request in
addition to -some of the changes we plcked up addltlonal
space where we can put ‘another parking space so we're

" down to 3 instead of 4 on the variance request for )
parking spaces and signage staying the same, - the front
facade of the building so we're down to really two
requests.

MR. KANE: So 30 square foot sigh fequest is gone?

MR. FISCHER: No, that's etill a"requéet;
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,>MR 'KANE. Slgn request and 3 parklng spaces 1nstead of
~4.and: rear. yard setback is gone7r. P

MR. FISCHER: Correct.

MR. KANE: So basically we're just doing the sign and 3
- parking spaces.

" MR. FISCHER: Yes.
MR. KANE: Geod job, thank you. You can proceed.

MR. FISCHER' Obv1ously, we have to go back to the
’plannlng board so there will be some details when we
get to the planning board and so let me turn it over to
our site engineer, see if there are any changes.

MR. HARPER: Well, I think Chris explalned how we got
the relief from the rear. yard setback, you know, we put
the parking back to the required minimum 19 feet, we
have reduced this driving aisle here down to 30 feet
and we have worked closely with Hess, their site plan
people as well on this, we have also like he said -
because we moved the building and this moved out, we
found enough room for another parking space. We have
tested this with our templates for truck deliveries as
far as gasoline and that works, it's. tighter than it
_was but it works and, you_.know, I think you already
knew we closed one opening here because of the county
had requested that and of course in our site plan
review with the planning board we will address
landscaping, the ordinances for that landscaping.

MR. KANE: We have been basically been through this and
‘we have got the changes that we wanted made so it's, I
don't think there' s any need to go through all the
detail again.

MS. GANN: No. =
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‘MR MC DONALD-"No.

~MR REIS. Mr. Chalrman,,I Just want to clarlfy I was
“in the audlence on the continuation it says request for
7 foot rear yard setback.

,MR. KANE:_ Cross it off, it's not there anymore, it's
‘eliminated.” And the 4 parking spaces went down to 3
cause they- were with the: move they were able to pick up
a parking space :so ba31cally we re working on-"a 3
parking space variance and the 30 square foot facade
sign they're asking for. That's it. Everybody
‘understand? . I'm w1lllng to accept a motlon

k ‘MR.kBABCObK‘ Do you have to- reopen it to the publlc7
~MR. KANE: ‘Actually I do not because nothing has really
" changed, I was going:to when-I first heard it but since
there are no real. changes what they have done is .
eliminate things, there's no real reason to ‘reopen it

- back to the public. .

MR. BABCOCK: Okay.

MS. GANN: "Accept a motion?

- MR. KANE: Yes.

‘MS. GANN: I d llke to offer a ‘motion that we grant
Amerada  Hess Corporation their request for 30 foot
square foot variance for the facade sign and for 3

‘parking spaces at the corner of -Union Avenue and
Wlndsor Highway. ) : -

MR. MC DONALD: Second it.

ROLL CALL

MS. GANN AYE

-~MR.-MC DONALD "AYE
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' MR. REIS . AYE T A :
o MR.TKANE oo le o AYE L e

MR.‘KA&E:' Thank you very much. Motion to close the
meeting. ' ) ) . g
MR. MC DONALD: So moved:

MS;{GANN:v Secoﬁdkit;

"ROLL CALL -

MS. GANN  ©  AYE

- MR, MC’' DONALD ) AYE

" MR. REIS . AYE

MR. KANE S AYE

Respect fully Submitted By: -

' FfanéésrRoth '
Stenographer




‘TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
~ ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
~ OFFICE
845-563-4615

MEMORANDUM

TO:  LARRY REIS, COMPTROLLER o
FROM: MYRAMASON SECRETARY TO THE ZONING BOARD
'DATE:  AUGUST 31,2005 |

~ SUBJECT: ESCROW REFUND

c PLEASE ISSUE A CHECK IN THE AMOUNT OF § 222 84 TO CLOSE OUT
ESCROW FOR: :

 ZBAFILE g
NAME & ADDRESS:
Amerada Hess Corporation’

One Hess Plaza™
Woodbridge, NJ 07095

 THANK YOU,

 LR§3105




"OWN OF NEW WINDSOR .
 ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
RECORD OF CHARGES & PAYMENTS

~ FILE #05-36 TYPE:AREA  TELEPHONE: _732-750-619‘2'(HESVS);

© APPLICANT: '
Amerada Hess Corporatlon
'One Hess Plaza o
Woodbridge, NJ 07095
RESIDENTIAL: $ 5000  CHECK#
COMMERCIAL  $150.00 CHECK #2845
INTERPRETATION ~ $150.00 CHECK #____
ESCROW: COMMERCIAL $500.00 CHECK #2846

‘@&’@QQ‘@@‘@@QQQQQ'@‘@QQ@@Q
~ MINUTES  ATTORNEY

DISBURSEMENTS: | ~ $5.50 / PAGE FEE
PRELIMINARY: 6  PAGES *$33.o'0 $ 35.00
2"P PRELIMINARY: __ PAGES $ % »
PUBLIC HEARING: 12 PAGES  $.66.00 $ 35.00
PUBLIC HEARING: -4 PAGES  $22.00 $.35.00
LEGAL AD: Publish Date:8-11-05 $51.16
TOTAL: - $172.16  $105.00
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ESCROW POSTED: $ 500.00

LESS: DISBURSEMENTS: $277.16

AMOUNT DUE: s

REFUNDDUE:  $22284
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PUBLIC HEARINGS:

AMERADA HESS CORP. (05-36)

MR. KANE: Tonight’s first Public Hearing is Amerada Hess Corporation request

. for a seven foot rear yard setback, a thirty square foot variance for fagade sign and
four parking spaces, all at the corner of Union Avenue and Windsor Highway in an
NC Zone.

MR. ALEXANDER: For the record I’m Neil Alexander of Cuddy and Sader here on
behalf of Amerada Hess Corporation. To my right is Richard Harper of Morris
Associates, the engineers, and also here is a representative of Hess Oil. We did quite a
lengthy presentation last month, I don’t know if anyone is here for this if they want to
move to the front row.

MR. KANE: We will find out soon.

MR. ALEXANDER: Ok, fair enough. Just to recap, basically Hess is looking to
redevelop the existing DB Mart Site. There is three variances needed. One has to do
with the rear of the property. Essentially, it’s a 50 ft. requirement here in order to fit
the building on the site while closing one of the existing access points on Rt. 69 and
for a few other geometry of the site reasons we wind up being approximately 8 ft.
where 15 fi. is required in order to ameliorate that situation, we offered to face all four
sides of the building so the rear will be finished no differently than if it were a front or
a side. We’ve also offered to put a fencing along the rear property line in that vicinity
and address the vegetative issues which there is really not much room to go on our
property but, we are more than open to discuss. The second variance is the fact that
we have parking spaces for 20. The code goes through a couple of different things I’11
just bring up is that the code treats this as straight retail from the standpoint of
analyzing the parking situation so we need one space for every 150 square feet, which
comes out to 24. We actually broke down the Hess facility into the part that is storing
of materials vs. retail area vs. the pumping area. We’d actually comply if you broke it
out that way but that’s not how your code does it I just give that for a frame of
reference. We also brought as a frame of reference or justification the fact of the
matter is that we have twelve parking spaces at our pumping stations and our
experience after talking to regional managers and our traffic engineers out of New
Jersey is that there are a lot of people who are pumpers who become shoppers and
they don’t move their car from being pumped into a parking space in order to shop.
They do it from their pumping space and they finish pumping and I think this goes to
everyone’s own personal experience so I won’t belabor that. The third aspect, and it’s
in your original package, is the signage. Hess’ sign is nota square itison a tiltso -
when you box it as your code requires you have a lot of dead space for the sign so
instead of drawing it as a box where your code requires 55 square feet, if you drew it
elliptically around the Hess, and the way .....to give you a frame of reference as to

- why we justify it drops down to 32 square feet from 55 and the code requires 25 so
we submit to you tonight as major as first blush when you look at the numbers on a



pneceofpaper Those mthethreevanancesthaxarebemgrequued We’ve met on
 several occasions before this with your Town Engineer and Planners who’ve made the
recommendation which Orange County concurred with in closing the first
ingress/egress point from the intersection on County Rt. 69. This really should
ameliorate to the fullest extent the stacking problem that existed in this area when the
DB Mart was open because you’ve moved the intersection pomt from 47 feet to about
- -120 ft. roughly, the exact number is in our submission 118 ft. is in our submission.
That’s the essence of the proposal.

- MR.REIS:  Is there a minimum requirement on the planning board or from your
point of view to cover the area between the pump stations and the parking lots of the
store.

MR. ALEXANDER: If I’'m correct, you’re talking about this area.
"MR.REIS: That’s correct.

MR. ALEXANDER: I believe, I’m going to have Mr. Harper come up but I
believe it’s 24 feet is the..... Richard is that the design criteria from interaction
standpoint it’s Board Member Reis is that correct.

MR. REIS: Yes

MR. ALEXANDER: Between when a car pulls out here and a car goes in here
and not have them .

MR.REIS: The reason for my question is to get some relief for the building being
so close to the side or rear yard. That is the reason why I’m asking.

MR. HARPER: Oh, actually we’ve got more like 30 feet between there and that
- was based on Hess’ experience for what works better for the traffic circulation there
from safety standpoint. I think the minimum is 24 ft.

MR. KANE: And then you also have parking spaces right in the front which take up
if I remember correctly about 17 feet each space coming out.

- MR. HARPER: Well, they’re actually 20 ft and we have, you know the actual
maneuverspacethatsreqmredbehmdthatforthespamwouldbe%ﬁ.we ve
actually made it more, 3OIthlnkltlS

MR.REIS: Was 1ttherecentrequest from the Board, it’s just my point of view
here, we haven’ tdlscussedthxstoreducetbatspacetogweusahttle bit more rear or
side yard in the back of the building.

MR. ALEXANDER: I think what comes in is you start, I'll mention again, I’m not
the traffic expert, you start moving this here and you have problems getting the ingress



, »and egress and getting circulation around. You don’t have enough movement to go
~ there and the I guess the questxonyouhavetobﬂancels if you start tightening this

down in order to benefit this, what conflicts you create in here for the sake of, you
know, we told the Planning Board and I don’t know if Mr. Sarinsky is here or not, but,
if he’s the one who’s concerned, we definitely offered and are willing to plant along
his property line on his property even if he’d give us the right to do that, plantings in
“addition to the fence and finishing the building. I mean we don’t have a problem with
that, I’m just concerned about creating a conflict here that’s vehicular vs. the esthetic
conflict here that we could probably ameliorate with 8 — 10 ft. tall pines, you know to
some extent.

MR. HARPER: And I might add that all the stations that I’ve seen in our office,
Morris Associates, is between 30 and 32 feet here. So I just take it that that is

experience...

MR. KRIEGER: Would you say the separation between the pumps and the main
building of 30 feet or 32 feet is what you depicted as consistent with the industry
standard.

MR. HARPER: I would.
MR. KRIEGER: And it’s to promote traffic flow.

MR. HARPER: Yeah, you got that typical entrance and exit of the parking space
but then you got the people looping around from the pumping spaces too.

MR. REIS: So what was established is basically the norm for the industry.
MR. HARPER: That’s correct. |

MR. KRIEGER: Mike, this is subject to Planning Board Review.
MR.BABCOCK:  Yes.

MR. KRIEGER: So all the questions for this Board are all the questions of
screening and so forth, you can either put, if you’re inclined to grant the application
when it comes time for that to happen, you can either put them in as conditions or you
can allow the Planning Board to handle it, there will be a Planning Board review after
that, so it’s your choice.

MR, BABCOCK:  They have attended a Planning Board meeting, that’s how they
are here, they got referred from the Planning Board but, they will be going back to the
Planning Board for further review once they are successful in getting their variances.



MR. KRIEGER Ok, with respect to the sign on the front, it would, for the record
because this picture won’t be in there, the proposed sign will not project any hlghcr
_ than the roofline on the front side of the building.

MR. ALEXANDER: No, it will not.

MR. KANE: - Any other questions at this moment. Then I will open it up to
the public. I need you to state your name and address please, speak clearly and try not
to be repetitive if there is more than one person speaking. Thank you.

MR. DAVE SARINSKY: My name is Dave Sarinsky. I live on 298 Union Avenue
- which is to the east of bordering the Hess Mart’s new property and I have some
comments I’d like to make. I’m here because I’m opposed to Hess’ variance request.
I live at 298 Union Avenue which borders the east side of Hess’ property line. I also
own the car dealership which borders the north side of Hess’ property. I’m a life-long
resident of New Windsor. In 1972 my father and myself built our business on
Windsor Highway and we were required to follow the setback laws which we did. In
1985 I was required to follow the setback laws when I built my home and I did. I have
a letter from a local realtor, which I have a copy for everyone, who came to assess the
impact this variance request would have on my home. Her opinion was that Hess
being so close to the property line would have a very negative impact on the
residential value of my home. She listed seven reasons to explain her opinion. My
biggest concerns are the negative impacts as to the value of my residential home, the
privacy loss I will incur and the noise and the garbage pollution. Seven feet, although
it doesn’t sound much, makes a very big difference. Hess is building a bigger facility
than the existing facility and they are installing more gas pumps that the existing
station. I don’t have a problem with the new facility as long as it is not at my expense.
If you look at the plans for the new station, they plan on putting concrete sidewalks
right up to the property line so they have room to make deliveries in the back of the
building. The sidewalks go right to the very edge of the property. My daughter’s
bedrooms are on that side of the house. This is a 24 hour, 7 day per week business
with deliveries being made all hours of the day or night. These plans show no
consideration for the residential neighbors, that being me. Would any of you approve
this if it was next to your house. What I request is to keep the current 15-foot setback
in place. This is a commercial business that is open 24 hours, 7 days a week and it
borders my existing residential home, I lost my place, I'm sorry. Since this isa
commercial business that is open 24 hours, 7 days a week and it borders my existing
residential home, Hess should have to put up a fence and a row of trees or shrubbery
- on their property. Right now there is an existing row of 20 ft. Arbor Videy for the
purpose of garbage, noise and privacy. Since this is new construction and Hess wants
to build a bigger facility than the present one, the responsibility should fall on Hess to
protect the current environment of the neighborhood. Instead, they are trying to build
the biggest facility they can fit on too small of a piece of property. This is clearly the
case of a big corporation caring more about how much money they can make instead
of caring about the environment around them. There is no reason Hess can’t build a
smaller facility that fits on this size piece of property they have instead of infringing



on other people’s rights. I hope you agree with me and deny Hess’ request for this
very aggressive variance request. Now, I kind of read a statement because I was afraid
I was going to leave out some of the facts but, the bottom line is I’'m their only
neighbor. Nobody else cared because I’'m the only guy who’s rights they are
infringing upon. This is my home. This is where my family has been brought up and
this is where I’m planning on staying for the next 30 years. I don’t mind. They’re
entitled to use their property for the purpose they bought it for, but, their facility is too
- big. They have more gas pumps and a bigger building than they had before. Why
can’t they stay the size the were or make it bigger but make if fit the piece of property
they have. This really infringes upon my rights, I’ve always followed the rules of
New Windsor, I’ve always done what I'm supposed to do. Why should they be an
exception just so they can make more money. They’re a corporation, they don’t live
in New Windsor, they don’t have their family in New Windsor, they don’t vote in
New Windsor. They’re here to make money, that’s all they care about. I’ve been here
all my life and I plan on being here the rest of my life. I think this is a very unfair
situation. They want to put trees up. They’re being big sports but, they want to put it
on my property. Why should it be on my property, I’m not causing the problem.
What really upsets me is if you look at the back of the building, they have all kinds of
doors where they are going to make deliveries 24 hours a day. That means there’s
going to be big trucks, there’s going to be traffic in and out of those back doors all day
long and all night long. I’m in a residential home. My property is residential. It’s
built properly and it’s in the right place. This is a very unfair situation to me and I feel
it’s way out of line. Let them build a smaller building. Let them make the building 7
feet less wide, then we won’t have the problems. I have no problems with their sites.
I want to be a good neighbor but, I don’t want my rights infringed upon here and that’s
what they’re doing. I have a copy of what I just said because I didn’t read it very
eloquently, and I have a copy of the letter from the realtor that I’d like everyone to
look at for the record. I’m not asking for anymore than I deserve here. I’ve always
considered myself a model citizen. This is, as far as I’m concerned, is way out of line.
Seven feet doesn’t sound a lot, but, when you’re in your back yard and your kids are in
the pool and you got to look at the back of this building and I hope there’s going to be
bathrooms inside. Is there bathrooms inside for the public?

MR. ALEXANDER: Mr. Chairman do you want to get back and forth, do you want
me to respond.

MR. KANE: I’m going to have you respond to this in total.

MR. SARINSKY: Ok, because right now the facility that is there right now has no
bathrooms to the public and my kids are out in the back yard and there’s people that’s
walking behind this place ten times a day going to the bathroom and now they’re
pushing this further back to me. And the last point, which isn’t Hess’ fault, but, this
land is polluted and this land has been polluted for ten years. I was talking to the DEC
on Friday and the levels are still above where they’re supposed to be and the original
owners were supposed to clean it up and in the middle of the clean up they went

bankrupt. When they went bankrupt, they left me holding the bag. I have a piece of
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A polluted property that’s supposed to be eleaned up because of the gas statlon and
there’s nobody there helping me and now we want to put a bigger gas station in there.
Whentheydldﬂlecleanupthattheydxd,theynevercleanedupundertheemstmg ,
building. Now when they knock down this existing building, we know there’s a big
mess under there. We saw it when they were cleaning up the original thing, but, they
didn’t want to disturb it. So now we’re going to have this nightmare all over again

-and now you’re asking me to have them put this 7 ft. from my property line. There’s
fumeshterallycommgmmyhousebecausewehadanmdooralrtmung,thcrc s MTB
and PCB fumes coming in my house that nobody wants to do anything about and now
they want to put a bigger gas station closer to my home. I don’t think there’s anybody
here that wouldn’t agree with me that they feel the same way that I feel and if this
goes through it puts me in a position that I have to something with my house, I can’t
live there. All’s I’m asking for is 7 ft. I want them to follow the rules like I followed
the rules. I built my house on the proper setbacks and I built my business. Just
because they are a big corporation, that doesn’t give them the right to break the rules
and they’re not breaking the rules, they’re asking for a variance but, I’'m the guy that’s
got to shoulder the burden of all this and it’s not fair. And I’m the guy who’s been
hcreallmyhfeandl’mtheguywho s going to be here the rest of my life supporting
the community. So that’s my piece of mind and I hope everybody understands my

~ position.

'MR. KANE: Thank you. Would you like to address his comments.

"MR. ALEXANDER: There’s a few of them... um... and I mean to be respectful and
so forth but Mr. Sarinsky basically owns two pieces of property and to my
understanding and I don’t want to give you my back but..... inaudible. This is where
his home is, I don’t know exactly where it is on the footprint. This is a strip, my best
guess, I didn’t look at title, but, he has left a strip here that approximately when it nets
down here probably 20 odd feet and probably closer to 40 or 50 feet here.

MR. SARINSKY: 45. 45 on the bottom and it’s 30 on the top and that’s a right-of-
way into the back piece of the property.

MR. ALEXANDER: Right, so the 7 ft., Ijustwanttocontextuahzethe7ﬁ. Itis 7 ft.
from here. Theresastnphexethatgoestobxsbusmess

MR. SARINSKY: No, there’s a separate acre in the back that the strip goes to.
MR. ALEXANDER: Oh it goes to this one, OK. -

MR. SARINSKY:  There’s a residential piece of property in the back of my home
that that’s the right-of-way to the residential piece of property. So you want me to put

MR. ALEXANDER: Please wait... Idon’tm@nte be rude. Just give me 3 seconds.



MR.KAN E: We are not going to haVéadebéte' it’snot going'to happen.

MR. ALEXANDER The point I’m trymg to make Mr. Chammn and membem of the
Boardlsthls,um,andldon’thaveallﬂlefactsherebmwhatlcansaywhenIlookat
tlnspaperandl’ll leave it ... there’ safalramountofpropertyherethat s a buffer as
well in addition to this. His home is somewhere up in this, even if you put it right
here, it’s still 50 ft. atthatpomtandltlunkthat sanxmportantpomttoconmderwhcn
you talk about the variances and the impact to the community vs. the benefit to the
apphcant and .... statutory test. It’s not that the home is right here. As far as the past
history with DB Mart I’m mean we’re successors of interest to it only we didn’t do
anything about that you know to the extent that anyone. .. that’s just sort of past
history. Ican’tmllycommentontbatandwhathappenedandwhythathappened
We bought something out of bankruptcy and we’re trying to rebuild and redo the site.
But, I think it’s really important to keep in mind that this is an issue plus it’s not we’re -

. just saying sort of live with it, we’ve offered to finish all four sides, we’ve offered to
provide a fence and Richard correct me if I’'m wrong, these are going to bathrooms.
This is not for delivery, is this for delivery and storage.

MR. HARPER: No.

MR. ALEXANDER: These are just the public bathrooms the separate entrances.
Deliveries are going to come through the front door. ‘

MR. KANE: Sb, there are no deliveries going through the back.
MR. ALEXANDER: No.
MR. KANE: There will be none going through the back.

MR. ALEXANDER: ~ Correct. So unless you all have more, those are just
some of the highlights I’d like to point out.

MR. KANE: What about the clean up from when the building is torn down.

"~ MR. ALEXANDER: I have not been retained to do the environmental work,
but, I can guaranty you one thing is that they are going to comply with DEC standards.
I mean if there is .... they’re going to have no choice but to comply with DEC
standards given an .... installation and whatever the cleanup requirements are.

MRHARPER. 7 Ijustwaﬁttoadd;ﬂxe'restroomsareacuxaﬂyinside.
There are electrical boxes and, I’m not sure what else is on the back of the building

MR. KANE: Are there any entrances for the building in the back of the building.
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MR.HARPER:  Idon’t think so. IthmkAndyLamcnbacherwhotsthe
representative for Hess.
MR. ALEXANDER: I've just been corrected. Just so the record’s cléar, there’s all
deliveries and restrooms are entered through the front. This is an emergency exit
given the nature of the building that goes out this way. There are other facilities
operation related tasks that are addressed out here. '

~ MR.KANE: What would they be.

MR. ALEXANDER: That’s what I've got to find out. Its electrical boxes?

MR. LAUTENBACH: Electrical room.
MR. ALEXANDER: An electrical room.
MR. KANE: Any other members of the public that wish to speak. Ok, at this

point I’'ll close the public portion of the hearing and bring it back to the Board.

MR. REIS:  Richard, your position here is...

MR. HARPER: I work for Morris Associates and we’ve worked on the site plan.
MR. REIS: Did you do the design of the building and the site plan?

MR. HARPER: Not the building, we get that from Hess.

MR. REIS: Ok. I’m going to offer a possible solution to the problem all right, to
satisfy the neighbor and perhaps satisfy Hess’ need for certain amount of square foot
to make money. Would it be possible to decrease, according to your plan it says 51 ft.
from the front to the back of the building, make that 7 f&. less so you don’t have to
have that variance and take it out on an L to the north end to accommodate this
minimum square foot, would that be a possible solution.

MR. HARPER: Id like for the Hess Representative maybe to address that if he
might. You know from my standpoint of not having anything to do with the building
except for just site plan you know, it looks like that would work.

MR. PAGANO: Anthony Pagano, I'm with Amerada Hess Corporation, The
buildings are pre-fab so it comes in sections and it’s the standard size 35 X 14.

MR. BABCOCK: - Mr. Chairman could I just say one thing just to correct some
numbering here. Right now they’re showing a 20 ft. long parking space and it’s only
required to be 19 fi. So that’s one foot. They are also showing approximately 30 ft.
back out space and it’s only required to be 25 ft. So that’s 5 ft. What Mike was
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saying before as far as the thing, I dldn’t want to interrupt the public hearmg So
that’s 6 feet right there.

MR. ALEXANDER ' Could you do the first one again just so I could write it down.

MR. BABCOCK ‘The parking space requirement in the Town of New Windsor is
9 . X 19 ft and you are showing 20 ft. The backout space on 90 degree parking and
it’s right on your plan here is 25 ft. I know 30 is more comfortable, I’ve been in these
stations myself, but, it’s not required.

MR. ALEXANDER: I guess what it comes down to and those are all fair
points. It goes back to our initial interaction with Board Member Reis is from a code
compliance standpoint we could probably it sounds like we could pick up 6 ft. Now
the question is is the Board balancing, are you better off seeing plantings that occur or

_are you better of in having a tight constraint. When you have the strip in between to
begin with next to the house and Mr. Sarinsky did testify that his house complies with
the setbacks in a residential zone. So it’s pretty far back to that building or do you
want to take the risks of not having the benefits of not having the extra space for a
vehicular standpoint. And that’s a balance the Board needs to consider.

MR. KANE: The balance is that we should still have some kind of fencing
and shrubbery back there and pick up the 6 ft. and look at a 1 ft. variance. Or, you
know, pick that 6 ft. up or put it to the Board and allow it to be Aye or Nay.

MULTIPLE CONVERSATION.....

MR. ALEXANDER: That’s cxactly the subject we’re discussing, imagine if
you had two SUV’s so that’s the 19 and you have 19 ft. coming this way. You don’t
have a lot of space for maneuvering here. Plus it’s also..

MR. KANE: I’ll tell you, 'm not real comfortable with making the decision
based on that somebody has an oversized SUV.

MR. ALEXANDER: Mr. Chairman I’m talking it out, ’'m not trying to push
for one way or another. You got a very busy intersection here. I just think it militates
in favor of a design that’s more vehicular based than necessarily worrying as much
about the residential component that is somewhat farther away. I think, there’s a
reason why Orange County pushed on us to close this, I mean it was stacking up
around here. That tells you the volume of traffic that goes by here and is going to go
through this site. I just think you are better off being able to have smooth sailing in
here than having a jam-up in here and have it jam up...

MR. KANE: To be argumentative, wetakeboﬂlbymahngthebmldmg
smaller. I'm lookmg for a compromise. '



14

'MR.ALEXANDER:  Ihear you loud and clear, I'm not authorized to do that
right now. I’m going to take that back to my client. I hear how strongly it’s been
stated. It’s crystal clear.

MR. KANE: Would you like at this point, since I tbmk you’re getting a good
feeling of what’s going on with the building in the back, to basically table the motion
at this point to discuss it with your clients and then come back.

MR. ALEXANDER: »Deﬁmtely, I’d like to just check one thing with your
attomey just to put him on the spot. On the hearing issue, if we decrease down our
variance since it’s a lesser variance do we need to rehear? I mean we’re responding
to.

MR.KRIEGER:  No, if it's tabled now then you are still under the umbrella of
the original application.

MR. ALEXANDER: That’s what we’re more than willing to do. What I
would like to flush out is just to confirm that there are no concerns that we haven’t
addressed in regard to the other two variances.

MR. KANE: Ihave no problem with the sign at all. I have no problem.

MS. LOCEY: I would like you also to explore the possibility of changing the shape of
that building. Because if it were longer and less wide, that might also mitigate the
problem.

MR. KANE: That’s exactly what we’re talking about.

MR. KRIEGER: I do have one question with respect to the parking just so I
could put it in the record. Even though the parking is less that what’s required by the
code, you’re proposing to produce as much or more parking than existed on this site
previously. _

MR. ALEXANDER: Oh yes, definitely more.

MR. KRIEGER: It’s less in violation than it was.

MR. ALEXANDER: Agreed. 1 think unfortunately, in the prefabricated
world ....inaudible... I don’t think we are going to have any flexibility on the shape of
the building. Obviously, we can call the manufacturer to see if they have something, 1
think we are going to have to do something more in line with tightening things up. I
think that’s just the reality.

MR. KANE: I Think you have to. I want to see that space...
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MR. ALEXANDER: But, I just didn’t want you to feel when we come back
with whatever we tightened up that we didn’t take into consideration, I can tell you
whenwetalktopeoplewerepo:tto what they’re going to say is this is a prefab unit,
it’s pre-pnced, you know so forth and so on. If the manufacturer makes something
like that we’re going to slide that right in. If not, well we’ll probably come back and
it’s not that we didn’t take credence to what you’re saying it just that’s going to be
harder to accomplish than taking what’s been approved intemally by the corporatlon

MR. REIS:  In due respect to your principals and superiors, these are prefab units,
they are, I don’t want to plan engineer here, but, they can make them as big or as small
as they want. I think it’s important that you don’t ask them but tell them that this is
what’s going to be required and they will produce it for you rather than ask them.

MR. ALEXANDER: I will make that voice very clearly heard.

MR. KANE: Please.

MR. BABCOCK:  Mr. Chairman, if the building is cut down 7 ft., they no longer
“ need a parking variance.

MR. REIS: We want to give you the spaces there, make it work for yourself.

MR. ALEXANDER: Right, and then I was going to say is it comes back to
meeting the volume of the business to make it work so this store doesn’t wind up like
the DB Mart and just sitting there across from the brand new town houses is not beiz:g
productive, so it is a balance between all that and we hear you loud and clear.

MR. KANE: So do I have your permission to table.

MR. ALEXANDER: Yes you do.

MR. KANE: Michael would you make a motion to that effect. Before you do
that let me just, Mr. Sarinsky, do you understand what we are doing? Ok Mike.

MR. REIS: I make a motion that we table the public hearing for Amerada Hess
Corporation, do we need to specify a date or.

MR. KRIEGER: Well, you should or otherwise, you could leave it open, but,
from a legal standpoint, its better if you have a date.

MR. KANE: I’d rather not leave it open-ended.
MR. ALEXANDER: 30 days? What’s your schedule.

MR.KANE: We do two meetings a month.



MR.ALEXANDER. WhatsyomsecondmeeungmAugust,bewlseI’mnot,

_'gomgtobeabletonnnltarolmdmtwoweeks,lknowthat.

- MR.KANE Thatsﬁne It’sd:eseoondandfomth. Augustzz'“l

s LOCEY I’llsecondthemotlon. i
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AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE STATE OF NEW YORK

~ Inthe Matter of the Application for Variance of
AMERADA HESS CORPORATION | |
o AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
. | BY MAIL
#0536 A
STATE OF NEW YORK ) |
) SS:
'COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age and reside at 67
Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553.

That on the 10TH day of AUGUST 2005, I compared the 32 addressed
envelopes containing the Public Hearing Notice pertinent to this case with the
certified list provided by the Assessor's Office regarding the above application for
a variance and I find that the addresses are identical to the list received. I then
- placed the envelopes in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

Sworn to before me this : _Z%&ﬂi_m%_
- Myra L. Mason, Secretary
Z day of 4 “‘u,q//' 20 05 |

o gemmlgsn M&Ag
" Notary Public, State ew York
]’f‘]gd 011 MOESO50024
. Qual n Orange County
commssaon Expares 10/30/ __Z_Qda_




PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUATION NOTICE :
: ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

_ PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Zoning Board of Appeals of the TOWN OF NEW
v WINDSOR," New York, will continue a Public Hearing on the following Proposition:
. 'Appeel No 05-36 _
S Reqnest of AMERADA I-]ESS CORPORATION
iifor a VARIANCE of the Zomng Local Law to Permlt
.Request for |
74 Rear Yard Setback and;
30 square foot variance for faeade sngn and;
4 parkmg spaces and;

All at corner of Umon Avenue & Wmdsor nghway in an NC Zone (12-2-1)

' PUBLIC HEARING CONTINUATION will take place on AUGUST 22, 2005 at
the New Wmdsor Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Wmdsor, New York '

G ek

Mnehael Kane, Cllairman




Town of NeW Wmdsor

. 555 Union Avenue _

New Windsor, New York 12553

- Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4689

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
August 10, 2005

Morris Associates, PS, LLC
9 Elks Lane
Poughkeepsw NY 12601 (Rlchard Harper Planner)

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR VARIANCE #05—36

. Dear Sirs:

_This is just to let you know your Notices for Public Hearing Continuation were mailed out and

- the notice was also sent to The Times Herald Record Newspaper for publication. PLEASE
NOTE: The charge for publication in the Times Herald Record will be deducted from your
escrow that was posted with your application papers. :
Your Public Heaﬁng before the Zoning Board of Appeals for your requested variance at:

_ Corner of Union Avenue & Windsdi‘ Highway
New Windsor, NY

- is scheduled for the August 22,2005 agenda

ThlS meeting starts at 7:30 p. m. and is held in the Town Meeting Room at Town Hall. If you

have any questions or concerns in this matter, please feel free to contact me.

~ Very truly yours,

Myra Mason, Secretary -
~ Zoning Board of Appeals

MLM:mlm
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Good Evening. My name is David Sarinsky. I am here because I am

. opposed to the Hess variance request. I live at 298 Union Ave which
borders the east side of Hess’s property line. I also own the car dealership
on 171 Windsor Highway which borders the north side of Hess’s property. I
am a life long resident of New Windsor. In 1972 my father and I built our
business on Windsor Highway and we were required to follow the set back
laws. I built my house in 1985 and I was required to follow the set back
laws. I have a letter from a local realtor who came to assess the impact that
this variance request would have on my home. Her opinion was that Hess
being so close to the property line would have a very negative impact on the
residential value of my home. She listed seven reasons to explain her
opinion. My biggest concems are (1) the negative impact as to the value of
my residential home (2) the privacy loss I would incur and (3) noise and
garbage pollution. Seven feet, although it doesn’t sound like much, makes a
very big difference. Hess is building a bigger facility than the existing
facility and they are installing more gas pumps than the existing station. I
don’t have a problem with the new facility as long as it is not at my expense.
If you look at the plans for the new station they plan on putting concrete
sidewalks right up the property line so they have room to make deliveries in
the back of the building. My daughters’ bedrooms are on that side of the
house. This is a 24 hour 7-day a week business with deliveries being made
all hours of the day and night. These plans show no consideration for their
residential neighbors. Would any of you approve this if it were next door to
your house?

What I request of the board is to keep the current 15t set back law in place.
Since this is a commercial business that is open 24 hours 7 days a week and
it borders my existing residential home Hess should have to put up a fence
and a row of trees or shrubbery on their property. Right now there is an
existing row of 20ft high arborvitae for the purpose of garbage and noise
pollution and privacy. Since this is new construction and Hess wants to
build a bigger facility than the present one, the responsibility should fall on
Hess to protect the current environment of the neighborhood. Instead they
are trying to build the biggest facility they can fit on too small of a piece of
property. This is clearly a case of a big corporation caring more about how
much money they can make instead of caring about the environment around
‘them. There is no reason Hess can’t build a smaller facility that fits on the
size property they have instead of infringing on other people’s rights. I hope
you agree with me and deny Hess’s request for their very aggressive
variance request.
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Bernadette Gillespie, LLC

: ¢ Bernadette Gillespie
A BroRE/ONMY, CRS, GRI, CBR

: - Senior Heusing Specinlist

[ qail prokosch
Licensed Brorer Associote, CBR

July 25,2005 ,
[Jodi M. gillespie o
- ' . D Suzanne Barr %“ég%’g‘i{,‘,ﬁ
David SarmSky O powinic Moreseo "
298 Union Avenue Uicersed Real Estate Salesperson
New Windsor NY 12553
Dear Mr. Sarinsky:

As per our telephone conversation and a personal inspection of your home at 298 Union
Avenne in the Town of New Windsor it is my professional opinion that a gas station
convenicnt store any closer r to your property line and house will have a direct NEGATIVE
impact on the residential value of your home.

Any commercial buikding moved that close to the line will be cause of concern for a firture
“buyer due to:
a. appearance in relationship to your home
b. appearance in relationship to cleanliness/upkeep of the commercial building
c. noise from the rear of the building during late business hours from employees
and deliveries common in businesses open 24 hours
d. potential of loitering in the rear of building from customers
¢. bghting (darkness) potential for break in or robbery when you come in late
f. lighting ( bright) infringes on your quiet and peaceful use of your property
g. odors from munerous items examples may be food preparation to trash

If you have any questions, or I could provide you with any further information, please do not
hesitate to contact me. As you are aware LOCATION is key to the value in real estate.
The location of that building will definitely be negative in relationship to value of your property.

RESPECTFULLY, | “~

,ﬁWW&%@%}/

BERNADETTE GILLESPIE
BROKER/OWNER, CRS, GRI, CBR
SENIOR HOUSING SPECIALIST

67 South Plank Road
Newburgh, NY 12550
Phone/Voice Mail 845-565-7073

Fax: 8455657077 .
Web Site: www.bermadettegiliespielic.com
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PHONE NUMBER
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18.

19.

20, _




"AFF[DAVIT OF MAILING "

e {: ZON]NG BOARD OF APPEALS: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

COUNTY OF ORANGE° STATE OF NEW YORK :
X

: Ih:tlhe' Mattéf of the Application for Variance of
AMERADA HESS CORP.
: ‘ ’ AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
T v - BY MAIL
#05-36
X
STATE OF NEW YORK )
B ) ss:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says: B

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age and reside at 67
Bethlehem Road, New Wmdsor NY 12553.

~That on the 13TH day of JULY, 2005, I compared the 32 addressed
envelopes containing the Public Hearing Notice pertinent to this case with the
certified list provided by the Assessor's Office regarding the above application for
a variance and I find that the addresses are identical to the list received. I then
_placed the envelopes in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

Sworn to before me this | %ﬂ/
, : Myra L. Mason, Secretary |
25 day of % ,2025

- JENNIFERMEAD
" Notary Public, State Of New York
No. omeeosooe

Qualified hOmg




| PUBLIC HEAR]NG NOTICE :

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that the Zonmg Board of Appeals of the TOWN OF NEW
WINDSOR, New York, will hold a Pubhc Hearmg on the followmg Proposmon
‘App'é.i No. 05-36 v o
o Reqmt of AMERADA I-IESS CORPORATION
: _; r; | for a VARIANCE of the Zomng Local Law to Permlt. :
| :Reqnest for-

- 7ft. Rear Yard Setback and; |
30 square foot variance for facade sngn and,

-4 parkmg spaces and

N begmnmgat730P.M.

All at comer of Umon Avenue & Wmdsor nghway in an NC Zone (12-2-1)

'PUBLIC HEARING will take place on JULY 25Tll 2005 at the New Windsor
Town Hall, 555 Union Avenue, New Wmdsor, New York :




?own of New Vdesor |

. 555 Union Avenue
‘New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4631
Fax: (845) 563-3101

Assessors Office

' June 24, 2005

Morris Associates
ATT: Richard Harper

9 Elks Lane
Poughkeepsxe, NY 12601

Re 21 ZBA# 05-36

Mz  1- |

Accordmg to our records the attached list of property owners are re within ﬁve hundred (500) feet
of the above referenced property.

The charge for this service is $55.00, minus your deposit of $25.00.
Please remit the balance of $30.00 to the Town Clerk's Office.

:m&%@

. Todd Wiley, IAO
Sole Assessor

e/

JTW/tmp

CC: Myra Mason, Zoning Board



w ~’ -~*“ :

2-2112 R
PamotPhnAssocmLLC
' lExecm:weBmlcvatd -
Yonkers, NY 10701

9-1-25 4

Eugene &jﬂechLLLC

129 Mqulow Hill Road
Newburgh, NY 12550

12- 1-24

3 Hillside Avenue -
New Windsor, NY 12553

12-1-30
* 19 Hillside Avenue — Apt. 3
- New Windsor, NY 12553

12-24 - )
294 Union Aveme
New Windsor, NY 12553

24-1-5 :

John & Rose Mitchell -
228 James Street C
New Windsor, NY 12553

24-1-21
Linda & Ronald LeMin
181 Windsor Highway

" New Windsor, NY 12553

24-2-2

Jeanctte & Joseph Mm
224 Daniher Averme

New Windsor, NY 12553

v

24-2-8

Tracy Biclenberg
Giuseppe DiBella

238 Daniher Avenme
New Windsor, NY 12553

24-3-1

293 Union Avenne
New Windsor, NY 12553

9—1 ll & 12-1-23
Ofer Avgush

152 Route 202 .
Gamerville, NY 10923

12-1-18.1
16 Hillside Avenue

- New Windsor, NY 12553

12127 &49

John Antonelli
Frank Antonelli, Sr.
M Cedar Comrt -
PalmCoast,FL32137

12-1-48

CenualHndsonGas&Electhmp.

284 South Avenne

~ Poughkeepsie, NY 12602

12-2-5

David & Jacie Sarinsky
298 Union Avenue )
New Windsor, NY 12553

2416

- Edith Sanabells

230 James Street

New Windsor, NY 12553

24-1-22.1

Javier Sabillon 7
179 Windsor Highway
New Windsor, NY 12553

24-2-3

William & Marie Murphy
228 Daniher Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

24215

Truman Adams -

cloGaryAdams

13 Boulevard .
Comwall-On-Hudson,NY 12520

,24-3-2.2 Lk
. Mﬂmuﬂhpmsh

226 Sprace Street :
. New Windsor, NY 12553

91253

80Washmgwn8h'eét :
Ponghquc,NYl%Ol

12—1-19

- Mamuel Cruz

12 Hillside Avenue

- New Windsor, NY 12553 -

12-1-28 & 29 _
Joseph & Rose Ann Cubito
15 Hillside Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

1222&3
- 298 Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

24-1-1,2,3,4, 24 & 25

Amelia Bacz ,
Almalina Ledesma -
175 Windsor Highway

‘New Windsor, NY 12553

24-1-7.1

Joel & Nancy Barker

187 Windsor Highway
New Windsor, NY 12553

24-2-1

Joan Thicle

222 Daniher Avenue
New Windsor, NY 12553

2426
Marion Adams

* 232 Daniher Avenue

New Windsor, NY 12553

242-16,17& 18

Dnne&DomlndKee,Jr
227 James Street i
- New Windsor, NY 12553

24-3-32 .
Emma Cocchia =
229_Dun'h:rAvuneh

~ New Windsor, NY 12553



24333 A3

. TheresaBush . lcomifer & Christopher Papartaros
227 Daniher Avemse .  P.O. Box 361 / Floyd Ackert Road
‘New Windsor, NY 12553~~~ WestPark,NY 12493 |




el ,Town of New Wlndsor_
- 555UnionAvenue
- New Windsor, NY 12553, A
| (845) 563-4611 o

REc‘Elﬁf |
#581-2005
L ;"06/28/20»"05'k

. Cuddy&Federllp

Recelved $ 30 00 for Assessors Llst, on 06/28/2005 Thank you for stOppmg
' ‘by the Town Clelk's ofﬁce - | |

As always rt |s our pleasure to serve you

< TownClerk




Town of New Wmdsor

555 Union Avenue
* New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
~ Fax: (845) 563-4689

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS
July 19, 2005

Morris Assocmfes, PS, LLC ‘
9 Elks Lane ‘
Poughkeepsw NY 12601 (Rlchard Harper, Planner)

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR VARIANCE #05-36

Dear Mr. Harper: |

This is just to let you know your Notices for Public Hearing were mailed out and the notice was
also sent to The Times Herald Record Newspaper for publication. PLEASE NOTE: The
charge for publication in the Times Herald Record will be deducted from your escrow that
was posted with your application papers.

Your Public Hearing before the Zoning Board of Appeals for your requested variance at:

Rt. 32 & Union Avenue

New Windsor, NY

is scheduled for the JULY 25, 2005 agenda.

This meeting starts at 7:30 p.m. and is held in the Town Meeting Room at Town Hall. If you

have any questions or concerns in this matter, please feel free to contact me.

Very truly yours,

Myra Mason, Secretary -
Zoning Board of Appeals

, MLM:mlm |



Town ofNemedsor A
. 556 Union Avenue
_Neandsor NY 12553
(845) 5634611

" RECEIPT
#563-2005

. 06/22/2005
| .Am'eréda‘H,egés Corporate

Recewed $ 150.00 for Zonmg Board Fees on 06/22/2005 Thank you for
‘ stopplng by the Town Clerk's office. _

As always, itis our pleasure. to serve you.

| DeborahGreen
TownClerk




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR |
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

 RECEIPT OF ESCROW RECEIVED: :

'DATE RECEIVED:  06-21-2005 FOR: ESCROW 05-36
| FROM: :
Amerada Hess Corporation

One Hm Plaza
Woodbndge, NJ 07095

CHECK NUMBER: 2846 " TELEPHONE: 732-750-6192

AMOUNT: 50000
RECEIVED AT COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE BY:

gw /.,,

'DATE

PLEASE RETURN ONE SIGNED COPY TO MY'RA FOR FILING ;

THANK YOU



RESULTS OFZB.A. I'ETING OF S Mﬂbf |

PROJECT » IBA# _ J5-3b

| ~ PB# 5

‘ USE VARIANCE NEED' EAF - PROXY

mem M_S___ VOTE A__N § NEGATIVEDEC: M) 5) VOTE:A___N__

GANN L A ' GANN : o

BROWN - SR - # -BrROWN ISR
_MCDONALD ~ ______ CARRED: Y___'N " MCDONALD CARREED: Y

MCDON - N Mo MRRIED: -

KANE : -—— KANE

" PUBLIC HEARING: M) s). VOTE:A___N § APPROVED: M) _S)_  VOTE:A____N__

GANN N GAMN -

LOCEY — . @ LOCEY -

BROWN ’ v _ l BrOWN * R

- MCDONALD CARRIED: Y____N__-_ {§ MCDONALD v CARRIED: Y____N
REIS _— - | REIS e

KANE o  KANE —

ALL VARIANCES - PRELIMINARY APPEARANCE: S
SCHEDULEP i C HEARING: MEs_ S) o~ VOTE: AS NO

) LOCEY
BROWN

MeperearD
REIS

KANE

CARR;ED: Y / N

FH*!

PUBLIC HEARING: STATEMENT OF | \‘IAILING READ INTO MINUTES
- VARIANCE APPROYED: M____ S) YOTE: A__N

GANN
LOCEY
BROWN

MC DONALD
REIS

CARRIED: Y N



file:///sjul

Town of New Wmdsor

555 Union Avenue
New Windsor, New York 12553
Telephone: (845) 563-4615
Fax: (845) 563-4689

ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

~ June 21, 2005
Amerada Hess Corporatlon
One Hess Plaza

Woodbridge, NJ 07095

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR VARIANCE #05-36

Dear Sirs:

 This letter is to inform you that you have been placed on the June 26", 2005 agenda for
the Zomng Board of Appeals to discuss your request for a variance at:

173 Windsor Highway
New Windsor, NY

This meeting starts at 7:30 p.m. and is held in the Town Meeting Room at Town Hall. If
you have a problem with this time and/or date, please contact me at the above number
and we will reschedule your appearance. If you have any further questions, please feel
free to contact me. '

Very truly yours,

Myra Mason, Secretary
Zoning Board of Appeals
MLM:mlm

cc:  Morris Assoc1ates PS LLC
' 9 Elks Lane

Poughkeepsw NY 12601 (Rlchard Harper Planner)



o a | | én'a'n»;sﬁmsagv‘&éga‘ -
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
REQUEST FOR NOTIFICATION LIST

DATE: 06-21-2005 PROJECT NUMBER: ZBA# 05-36 P.B.# ___
APPLICANT NAME: AMERADA HESS CORPORATION

PERSON TO NOTIFY TO PICK UP LIST:

MORRIS ASSOCTATES (RICHARD HARPER)
9 ELKS LANE

POUGHKEEPSIE, NY 12601

TELEPHONE: 454-3411 EXT: 31
TAX MAP NUMBER: SEC. 12 BLOCK _2  LOT _1
~ SEC. BLOCK LOT
SEC. B LOCK LOT

PROPERTY LOCATION: CORNER RT. 32 & UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NY

THIS LIST IS BEING REQUESTED BY:

NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD:

SITE PLAN OR SUBDiVISION: (ABUTTING AND ACROSS ANY STREET
SPECIAL PERMIT ONLY: (ANYONE WITHIN 500 FEET)
AGRICULTURAL DISTRICT:

(ANYONE WITHIN THE AG DISTRICT WHICH IS WITHIN 500
OF SITE PLAN OR SUBDIVISION PROJECT)
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NEW WINDSOR ZONING BOARD XXX

LIST WILL CONSIST OF ALL PROPERTY WITHIN 500 FEET OF PROJECT XXX
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AMOUNT OF DEPOSIT: 2500 CHECKNUMBER: 2847

TOTAL CHARGES:



IL.

IIL.

' TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE

J 15, 200
une. > - Application Type Use Vanance O Area Variance EI

Date _ Sign Variance i Interpretation [
Owner Information: . : Phone Number: (212 ) 866-0191
- Orwest New Windsor, Inc. c/o Ralph DiBart Fax Number: ( )
(Name)
400 Central Park West 7R; New York, NY 10025
(Address)

Applicant: | S .
-Amerada Hess Corporation /0 Andy Lautenbacher phone Number: (732 )750-6192
Fax Number: (___)

(Name)
One Hess Plaza; Woodbridge, NJ 07095
(Address)

Forwarding Address, if any, for return of escrow: Phone Number: 1132 7506192

Amerada Hess Corporation , Fax Number: )

(Name)
One Hess Plaza; Woodbridge, NJ 07095

(Address)

Contractor/Engineer/Architect/Surveyor/: Phone Number (845 ) 454-3411 X 29
Fax Number: (845 ) 473-1962
Morris Associates, P.S.,L.L.C. Pete Setaro, P.E.

9 Bk, poughkeepsie, NY 12601

(Address)
Property Informatipn:
Zone:__ NC Property Address in Question:_173 Windsor Highway
Lot Size:__ 0.694 - Tax Map Number: Section____12 Block__2 Lot___ 1

What other zones lie within 500 feet?__R-4, NC

Is pending sale or lease subject to ZBA approval of this Application?__No

When was property purchased by present owner? ___To be determined

Has property been subdivided previously? . Yes If so, When; to Be determined
Has an Order to Remedy Violation been issued against the property by the
Building/Zoning/Fire Inspectoi? Not to our knowledge

f. Is there any outside storage at the propcrty now vV or is any proposed? Onlz refuse enclosure

pan Ty

****PLMSENOIE kkRRE%k .
THIS APPLICATION, IF NOT FINALIZED, EXPIRES ONE YEAR FROM THE DA TE OF

SUBMITTAL.

. COMPLETE THIS PAGED



7 TownorNEWwmDSOR
- ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

APPLICATION FQR VAR!AN CE contmued

AREA VARIAN CE (Tlus mformatlon wnll be on your Bmldmg
| Department Dema] form you recelve) |

Area Variance requested frOm New Windsor Zonmg Local Law,

Requirements Proposed or Available Variance Request

Min. Lot Area

Min. Lot Width

~ Reqd. Front Yd.
Reqd. Side Yd.

Reqd. Rear Yd. 15 Ft. | 8 Ft. : 7 Ft.
Reqd. St Front* ‘ ' B

Max. Bldg. Hgt.

Min. Floor Area*

- Dev. Coverage*

Floor Area Ration**

Parking Area = 94 . | 20 | | 4
*Residential Districts Only

‘**Non-Residential Districts Only

PLEASE NOTE
- THIS APPLICATION, IF NOT FINALIZED E'XPIRES ONE YEAR FROM THE DATE OF

A UBMI TTAL.

' COMPLETE THIS PAGED -



ZON]NG BOARD OF APPEALS

A.PPLICATION FOR VARIANCE contmued

O IX. In makmg 1ts demmunauon, the ZBA shall take into consnderanon, among other aspects the beneﬁt —
' to the applxcant if the variance is granted as ‘weighed against the detriment to the health, safety and
welfare of the nexghborhood or community by such grant. Also, whether an undesxrable change will
" be produced in the character of the neighborhood or a detriment to nearby properties will be created
by the granting of the area variance; (2) whether the beneﬁt sought by the apphcant can be achieved
by some other method feasible for the applicant to pursue other than an area variance; (3) whether the
o requested area variance is substantial; (4) whether the proposed variance will have an adverse effect
- or impact on the physical or environmental conditions in the nelghborhood or dxstnct and (5)
whether the alleged dlﬂiculty was self-created o _

Aﬁer readmg the above paragraph, please describe why you belleve the ZBA should gxant your appllcauon
for an Area Vanance

See Cover »Letter

' PLEASE NOTE: . '
.-THIS APPLICATION, IF NOT FINALIZED EXPIRES ONE YEAR FROM THE DATE OF

SUBMITTAL.

 COMPLETETHISPAGED =



" OWN OF NEW WINDSOR
' ZONING BOARD OF APPEALS

'APPLICATION FOR VARIANCE - continued

' SIGN VARIANCE:

: (a) Vanance requested from New Windsor Zoning Local Law,
Sectlon Supplementary Sign Regulatlons '
, ' Proposed Variance
Reguirements or Available - Request

Sign#1 2.5'x10' = 25 SF 55 SF 30 SF
Sign#2 : ' '
Sign #3

-Sign #4

(b) : Descnbe in detail the sign(s) for whlch you seek a variance, and set forth your reasons for
_requiring extra or overmzed SIgns See Cover Letter

(c) What is total area in square feet of all signs on prexmses including signs on windows, face of
building and freestanding signs 279 SF + (3 Canopy Signs @ 9

24 SF each = 72_555 351 SF
INTERPRETATION '

' (a) Interpretation requested of New Windsor Zomng Local Law
Section

() Describe in detail the pfoposal before the Board:

: PLEASENOTE - B L *
THIS APPLICATION, IF NOT I'YNALIZED EXPIRES osz mue HwM mEDAm OF

SUBMH‘TAL

~ COMPLETE THISPAGEL] - -



- XIL ADDITIONAL COMMENTS * | R

| (a) - Descnbe any condmons or safeguards you offer to ensure that the quality of the zone and
" neighboring zones is maintained or upgraded and that the intent and spirit of the New
- Windsor Zomng Local Law is fostered. (Trees, landscaped, curbs, lighting, paving, fencmg,

- screening, sign limitations, utilities, drainage.)
See Cover Letter

XII. ATTACHMENTS REQUIRED:
0.  Copy of contract of sale, lease or franchise agreement. Copy of deed and title policy. -
Copy of site plan or survey (if available) showing the size and location of the lot, bulldmgs

. m
Zfe‘ll:* Siﬂi’omﬁﬁg utilities, access drives, parking areas, trees, landscaping, fencing, screening, signs,
i curbs, paving and streets within 200 ft. of the lot in question.

a Copies of signs with dimensions and location.

@  Three checks: (each payable to the TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR)

- One in the amount of $__300.00 or 500.00 . (escrow)

. One in the amount of $__50.00 or 150.00 , (application fee)

One in the amount of $ 25.00 , (Public Hearing List Deposit)

0O Photographs of existing premises (5 or 6) from several angles. (IF SUBMITTING

. DIGITAL PHOTOS PRINTED FROM COMPUTER - I’LEASE SUBMIT FOUR (4)
- SETS OF THE PHOTOS. )

NOTE: | See attached documentation provided
on Planning Board forms.

XIV. AFF IDAVIT

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:
' COUNTY OF ORANGE)

The undersigned applicant, being duly sworn, deposes and states that the information, statements and representations contained in
this application are true and accurate to the best of his/er knowledge or to the best of his/her information and belief. The
applicant further understands and agrees that the Zoning Board of Appeals may take action to rescind any variance granted if the
conditions or situation presented herein are materially changed. .

Swom to before me this: - -
Owner's Signature (Notarized)
day of 20
| | Owner's Name (Please Print)

- Signature ami Stamp of Notary " Applicant‘s Signature (If not Owner)
PLEASE NOIE ' o
THIS APPLICATION, IF NOT FINALIZED, EXPIRES ONE YEAR FROM THE DA TE OF
SUBMI TTAL. ' ,

" COMPLETE THIS PAGE [J



' AGENT/OWNER PROXY STATEMENT
(@ professional representation) o
for submittal to the: o |
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNTNG BOARD

0 RWeS T A)?,u.) L xo 1)502 ,_Z’/‘,c L depos&s and says that be résides

~ (OWNER) |

efo Racpitd S BT ,oo;,g‘ , ,

at Z/0D Ce TBA 2 p/)z x Q/%’;"# 712 ﬁ)éu) S/OEK Uymthe County of Niw YORK
(OWNER’S ADDRESS)

and State of /) Zl}) fOKK and that he is the owner of property tax map
(Sec. Block . Lof . )

designation number(Sec.__ (2. Block 2 Lot_ { ) which is the premises described in
the foregoing application and that he designates: :

(Agent Name & Addrcss)

( Name & Addr&ss of Prof&ssxonal RepresentaUVe of Owner and/or Agent)

as his agent to make the attached application.

THIS DESIGNAHONSML BE EFFECTIVE UNTIL WITHDRAWN BY THE OWNER OR
UNTIL TWO (2) YEARS FROM THE DATE AGREED TO, WHICH EVER IS SOONER.

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS: s *W

Owner’s Signature (MUST BE NOTARIZED

o DAY OF \.)P\-nuke,n{ 205)

Qﬁ%ﬁgigﬂm (If Applicable)
No. 01“1“71'?"'
B Q. W Expires March 10y b2

INOT Y PUBLIC _ Professional Representative’s Signature

- FF "PLEASE NOTE: ONLY OWNER'S SIGNATURE MUST BE NOTARIZED.

THIS PROXY SHALL BE VOID TWO (2) YEARS AFTER AGREED TO BY THE OWNER



fi | TOWN OF NEW WIN‘SOR
' ' - . 555 UNION AVENUE
‘ NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553
_ Telephone: (845) 563-4615 <

Fax: (845) 5634695 _
PLANNING BOARD APPLICATION

TYPE OF APPLI CATION (check approprmte ltem)
Subdxv:smn Lot Line Change Site Plan / Specxal Penmt v

Tax Map Demgnatxon Sec. 12 Block_2 Lot_ |

BUILDING DEPARTMENTPERMTNLMBER PA -
1. Name of Project__{TE55 BXPRESS 32579

2. Owner of Record OF WEST NEW \WINOSOR (kx.. Phone 2A2-86& - &4
- o BFAPH OIBAPEA
Address: 400 GeoTRA (st 12 NEW \(oe(j MY (oo2s
: - (Street Name & Number) (Post Office) " (State) (Zip)
3. Name of Applicant Mg APAAESS CorPogAT 6 & Phone 1%2- 1So0—~ & (T2
Address:op‘:r»HG“S CLazi l‘\5.[00()5?-113(.05:-J‘k.)J 01094% ‘
(Street Name &Num’oer) (Post Office)  (State) - (Zip)
4, Person Prepanng Plan Mgﬁ AL\ IXTES, gg Phone £4% - 4&4 24.(1
Address: G Lk LANE =~ PUGHKEEEIE NY 1260
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)
5. Attomey NEIL 1. AvExAnoer Phone 414 - Te| —130°
Address_40 MapLE Ave, WH T fLmoss | OY loco
(Street Name & Number) (Post Office) (State) (Zip)‘

6. Person to be notified to appear at Planning Board meeting:

NEIL ALEXALDIER ‘i(4~?‘1b(«'(300 G -0 -5 272

(Name) (Phone) (fax)
7. Project Location: On the épe;r - sxde ofW)
~ . (Direction) _ (Street
8. Project Data: Acreage ' Zone hool Dist.

PAGE 1 OF 2

(PLEASE DO NOT COPY 1 &2 AS ONE PAGE TWO-SIDED)


file:///oo2fZ

L]

9 Is thxs propcny wi Agncultural Dlstnct contammg a far'pemnon or mthm 500 feet
‘ofa farm operatxon ed in an Agncultural Dlstnct? Yes _No_ /.

*This mformatlon can be venﬁed in the Assessor’s Oﬂ'ice
*If you answer yes to questmn 9, please complete the attached AAgricultural Data
Statement.

10. Detaxled descnptxon of Project (Use sze, Number of Lots etc)

11. Has the Zoning Board of Appeals Granted any Variances for this property? yes_,/ 1o,
12. Has a Special Permit previously been granted for this property? yes_,s no

IF THIS APPLICATION IS SIGNED BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE PROPERTY OWNER,
" A SEPARATE NOTARIZED STATEMENT OR PROXY STATEMENT FROM THE OWNER

MUST BE SUBMITTED, AT TH'E TIME OF APPLICATION, AUTHORIZING THIS ,
APPLICATION. :

STATE OF NEW YORK)

COUNTY OPSENSE) SS':,

- THE UNDERSIGNED APPLICANT, BEING DULY SWORN, DEPOSES AND STATES

~THAT THE INFORMATION, STATEMENTS AND REPRESENTATIONS CONTAINED IN THIS

APPLICATION AND SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS AND DRAWINGS ARE TRUE AND

- ACCURATE TO THE BEST OF HIS/HER KNOWLEDGE AND/OR BELIEF. THE APPLICANT

FURTHER ACKNOWLEDGES RESPONSIBILITY TO THE TOWN FOR ALL FEES AND COSTS
ASSOCIATED WITH THE REVIEW OF THIS APPLICATION.

SWORN BEFORE ME THIS:

(OWNER'S SIGNATURE)

g—(o DAY OF :S*uom 2005 _
; (AGENT'S SIGNATURE)

int Agmt'skNéme as Slgned g
KWQM RN S

‘NOTARY PUBLIC w Expires Ilui

t************#******#*****************##****#****#*#****#******t*#**#*********

TOWN USE ONLY:

DATE APPLICATION RECEIVED ' APPLICATION NUMBER

. PAGE 2 OF 2



LEGEND I ' ZONING DATA CHART - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
ZONE-NEIGHBORHOOD COMMERCIAL REQUIRED / ALLOWED EXISTING USE PROPOSED
l COVERAGE LOT AREA MIN 15,000 SF 30,247 S F. 30,247 SF.
AREA TYPE COVERAGE (SQ. FT.) % OF TOTAL AREA LOT WIDTH MIN 125' 172 172
BUILDING 3,513 11.6% STREET FRONTAGE 1332 332
EXISTING TRAFFIC CONTROL BOX f 20.968 420' (CANOPY) RTE. 69
| PAVEMENT : 67.4% -
> EXETING MONITORING WELL | FRONT YARD SETBACK MIN 40 +15' (CANOPY) RTE. 32 +23' CANOPY* RTE. 32
prED i | 6,346
s EXISTING UTILITY POLE ' } I / b ik SIDE YARD SETBACK MIN 18' 24.82' (BLDG.) +44.5' N\W CORNER BUILDING
1 #,' \ ( ' N TOTAL 30,247 100% (0.694 ACRE) TOTAL SIDE YARD SETBACK MIN 30 24.82' (BLDG.) 1 45'
EXISTING UTILITY POLE ANCHOR Wl | | /: ~—” PR i s ; 71,38
EXISTING DOUBLE POLE SIGN N if { il 2 (BLDG.) U
EXISTING LIGHT POST o !i BUILDING HEIGHT MAX 23 122"
)J | ’ —
uPRIES |\ (l)« k) | f
% EXISTING SINGLE POLE SIGN ’ \H s L e % !{ |7 l DEVELOPMENTAL COVERAGE MAX 85% 69% 79%
’ ‘ ‘ \\\ W 1} o i
O EXISTING CATCH BASIN / | il 4’L " I o GASOLINE PUMP SETBACK (SHOULDER) MIN 20" (STREET LINE) £24' 1235
I ! i s R
© EXISTING DRAINAGE MANHOLE 1 1 . B —c8 NF MIN 5' ANY PL
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